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RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF NON-COMPLIANT APPEAL BRIEF 

Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This paper is filed on May 6, 2009 in response to the Notification of Non-Compliant 
Appeal Brief mailed on April 8, 2009. This paper is filed within one month of the mailing 
date of the Notification. 

The Examiner has asserted the following: 

'The brief fails to provide proper summary of a claimed subject 
matter, the summary referring in the specification page 11 lines 5-7 
for a claimed subject matter that the applied expression does not 
performing language translation, but the specification page 11 lines 
5-7 clearly state that "the conversion process 204 may include a 
translator that translates speech in one language to another 
language" which is not a claimed subject matter and also contradicted 
with a claimed subject matter." 



Appellant respectfully disagrees. This issue has already been addressed in the Appeal 



Brief in section VTLB.l, which describes how the claimed subject matter satisfies the written 
description requirement. The issue has been raised for the Board of Appeals to decide, and 
the decision by the Examiner to produce a Notification of Non-Complaint for the 



Appl. No. 09/846,115 

Response to Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief dated April 8, 2009 



"SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER" section merely re-raises an issue that 
has already been addressed in the Appeal Brief and needs to be decided by the Board. 



Further, Appellant asserts that "the conversion process 204 may include a translator" 
(page 11, lines 5-6, emphasis added) clearly indicates the optional inclusion of the translator. 
Because it is optional, a translator may also not be included. Therefore, the brief does contain 
a concise explanation of the subject matter defined in each of the independent claims 
involved in the appeal. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MARTINE PENILLA & GENCARELLA, LLP 
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